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DETAILED ACTION 
Appeal Brief 

1. Applicants arguments with respect to claims 20-22 (see 
section VII, page 11 of the Appeal Brief filed 11 April 2006) have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground (s) of 
rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 
35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this 
section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention thereof by 
the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 
371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American 
Inventors Protection Act of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual 
Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2 002 do 
not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly 
or indirectly from an international application filed before 
November 29, 2 0 00. Therefore, the prior art date of the reference 
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is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the 
AIPA (pre-AIPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

3. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C, 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Blankenship et al (US 6,267,291 Bl) . 

Re claim 21: Blankenship et al discloses (in figs. 10 & 11; 
col. 10, lines 8-20) a method of attaching an RF tag to a conveyor 
trolley having a wheel 132 with a hub, an outer rim, and a 
web/recess formed in the wheel between the hub and outer rim, the 
method comprising the steps of: 

a) embedding the RF tag (i.e., coil antenna 14 0) in a block 
of material (i.e., button 138) shaped to fit within the 
web/ recess ; 

b) placing the block/button 138 in the web/recess (i.e., the 
area between the outer rim and the hub) ; and 

c) securing the block/button 138 to the wheel 132. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 
action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the 
time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to 
which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 20 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Blankenship et al in view of Chapman et al (US 
3,651,704). The teachings of Blankenship et al have been 
discussed above. 

Re claims 20 and 22: Blankenship et al has been discussed 
above, but is silent with respect to having a thickness of the web 
less than the thickness of the outer rim. 

Chapman et al teaches a pulley wheel 2 0 having a hub 22, a 
web 24, an outer rim 26, the web 24 having a thickness, which is 
less than the thickness of the outer rim 26 such that a first 
annular recess is formed between the hub and the outer rim (figs. 
1-3, col. 2, lines 6-13) . 

It would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to further modify the 
web's thickness less than the thickness of the outer rim as taught 
by Chapman et al into the system of Blankenship et al in order to 
provide Blankenship et al with a lighter weight system (i.e., 
weight reduced due to the web thickness) , thus providing an easier 
handling and conveying system. Furthermore, such modification 
would provide Blankenship et al with a feasible system due to the 
fact that the material required for the web is reduced during 
manufacturing . 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 13-19 and 23 are allowed. 

7. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of 
allowable subject matter: 

The prior art of records to Black et al, Chapman et al, 
Blankenship et al, Rohrig and all other cited references, taken 
alone or in combination, fails to teach or fairly suggest the 
specific structure or the method of a conveyor trolley having 

a combination features of a wheel including a hub, an outer 
rim, and a web connecting the hub to the outer rim, wherein the 
web having a thickness which is less than the thickness of the 
outer rim such that a recess is from between the hub and the outer 
rim; the wheel being rotatably mounted on an axle between the 
first and second legs of a strap, a hook extending downward from 
the first leg for suspending a load therefrom; and an RF tag 
mounted in the recess as set forth in claim 13 . 

a wheel with a hub, an outer rim, and a web connecting the 
hub to the outer rim, the web comprising a plurality of spokes 
with openings formed there between comprising, among other things, 
the first block is mounted in the first recess by a clamping 
member seated in the second recess and secured to the first block 
by a fastener such that the first block and the clamping member 
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abut opposite sides of at least one of the spokes with the 
fastener extending through the one opening as set forth in claim 
17, 

a clamping member in the second recess opposite the block; 
connecting the clamping member to the block with a threaded 
fastener extending through one of the openings in the web; 
tightening the threaded fastener to draw the block and the 
clamping member together and against the spokes (claim 23) as set 
forth in claim 23. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 20-22 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground (s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

The patents to Kornylak (US 4969548 A) ; Home (US 5176331 A) ; 
Kirschner (US 3843188 A); Bobeczko (US 5692700 A) are cited as of 
interest and illustrate a similar structure to an apparatus and 
method for mounting an RF tag on a conveyor trolley. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Uyen-Chau 
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N • Le whose telephone number is 571-272-2397. The examiner can 
normally be reached on maxi-flex. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Michael G . Lee can be 
reached on 571-272-2398. The fax phone number for the 

organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300 . 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) 
system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . If you would like 
assistance from a USPT0 Customer Service Representative or access 
to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR 
CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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